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consulted further at such an inauspicious moment.
He was preparing to depart when the Commissioners
desired him to stay for a while; and in the presence
of the two Regents, they represented that the letter which
they produced from the Govemor-Geaieral, accused the
two late Nawabs of ik improper and unjustifiable corres-
pondence " with the Ruler of Mysore, and demanded the
surrender of the entire dominions of the Camatic for a
breach of treaty of 1792. After reading this correspon-
dence, the Commissioners declared that the late (deceased)
Nawab had forfeited his dominions to the Company by his
treacherous action and therefore had no right to dispose of
it by will. Yet the Company were inclined to make his
young son a very generous oft'er, vis., a very liberal provi-
sion for himaolf "on condition of his previous surrender
of all the dominions which had been nominally willed to
him". The Report of Webbe and Close on this confer-
ence informs us that the Prince retired after they had exa-
mined the will and the conference was held with the two
Regents only. The latter repeated that they were igno-
rant of the " supposed secret intercourse" between the
Nawabs and Tipu. They stated that they distinctly un-
derstood the object of the Governor-General's declaration
and the force of reasoning. They admitted the conclu-
sions drawn from the fact k< provided the facts should be
tine." They insisted that it was reasonable for them to
enter into a defence of the late Nawab's conduct in regard
to several points raised in the declaration. The Regents
urged that as the day was far advanced and as preparations
had to be made for removing the Nawab's corpse to Trichi-
nopoly, they watnted to close the conference; and it was
decided to continue it in the next evening. The Commis-
sioners, however, warned the Regents that the answei
which they gave to the proposition of the Governor-Gene-
ral would determine whether the British Government
would aekn-owledge the claims of Taju'l-Umara to the sup-
port of the Company.
On the second da> i.e., July 16th, according to Tajul-
TJmara's version, the Regents-held that they were confirm-
ed in their impression of the rectitude of the late Nawab *s
conduct in the particulars referred to and that they had
found, on a full investigation, not the smallest foundation
for the charges and denied any kind of secret correspond-
ence other than through the channel of the British Govern-